
AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORiy! - #2 Interim Solution

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network interconnection capability, funcriop_ system, elem~nt.
or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, ifnecessary):

A.1'iSWER:

reG wishes to purchase a modified product/service. Essentially, leG wishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device ("NID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting thal building NID to the NID in the
telephone closest on the floor where the customer is located. This would allow ICG to
access building inside wire pairs in order to serve lCG customers in the: building by
connecting the customers to rCG electronics in [he building. This product/service would
only be applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerous t100rs and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the
building riser cable. Single tenant and single kvel buildings have only one NID and
therefor, the NlD to N1D connection is not required.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -- #2 Interim Solution

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
elements? If so, please explain the modification or combination and deScribe: the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANS\VER:

reG undersmnds thet Ameritech views this as a modification or the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSO (Local Service Office) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
product/service will create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. 'While lCG disagrees with Ameritech's position, it is willing to proceed
on an interim basis as a means of obtaining access to its customers.

4) Is tPis a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

Since lunc:ritcch claims o'NIlc:rship and control of t...'le ris=r C:lot::: i:l nclti t=nz:.::t,

multi story buildings, there is no other CI)mpa.TlY u'1.at provides this servic~. Some
situations cO'.lld 'ce satisfied. by lCG pbc:::g the!!" c,;·;n c2.ble between floors.

5) Is there any-Ihing CUSi:Orn or special about the manner that you would like this
feature, function or combination to operate?

Al\SWER:

reG is not requesting any special feature or functionality_ We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
ownership and control of the riser cabl~.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
request to operate and interact with the network.

ANSWER;

See attached.
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

7) Please describe the expected location life, ifapplicable, of this capability (I.e.,
period 0 f time you will u.se it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indefLniH~ location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cabk in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that lCG should be
permined to purchase wire pairs that originate at a NID in a building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) If you wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any infonnation you
consider confidential.

A..N"SWER;

Not required.

9) W~r).ere do you want t.rus capabilir-i cieplJY;::C"?

A) Stales (Check as ma.'1Y as apply):
______ Illinois
______ Indiana
______ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

'$ Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each stare for which you wish to have Arneritech

process the BFR.

B) ~vfajor r:1e:ro?olitan a:ea(s), in the state included above (Please lis, area name):

#5414 3
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton.
including the surrounding communities.

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconnection Or acc~ss where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Amcntcch wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Clcvc:1tmd
Akron
Collli-nbus

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3.000 to 5,000 pairs
:::',C'J-' ' /{)O pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) Wha: are your pricing assumptions? In order to pOtentially obtain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term cornmiunents you
are willing to make. Please provide any pricelquantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most. ICG would expect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result oftCG's cut over of the pairs.

12) Please include any other intonnation that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of Lhis service request:

#5414 .t..
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A1vlERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory narure of your request (Check One):

Request for interconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space availabl~

for either physical or virtUal collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

x New :service or capability Lf'Jat does not fit into any of the above
categories.

14) Wnat problem or issue do you wish to solv~? \Vhy is it necesss)' for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would i: impair your ablEry to piOvide
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service 2.t a reasonable cost, ICO \1.111 be denied
2.c:cess to its customers.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included with request u;1der the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
e;-;.cccd this deposit for the prdimina.ry analysis during the first 30
days.

#54(4

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costS incurred untill cancel
the request. .

5



By submitting this request. except as provided. we agree to promptly compensaU!
Ameritech for any costs it incurs in processing this request. including costs of analyzing,
developing, provisioning, or pricing the request. lmtil the A.meritech BFR Manager
re.c.civc:s our \l/ritten cancellation. We also agree to compensat~ Ameriteeh for such costs
in accordance with the an.a.ched. practice. if we. fail Ie auth.c..ri.u AmeriteC± to prc.ceea with
development within 30 days of receipt of the 3C-day notification. or we fail to order the
3crv1CC within 30 days, In accordance with the f1.n.8..l produc~ quounon.

leG TELECOM GROUP, INC.

By:/IJ#
P~H_ Whiu:

Its: Vice President ofOp~rations. Ohio

Dated: December 5. 1997

#5414 6
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Issue 2, February 1997

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

1) Requested By

ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 CloverlcafParh·v,:ay
Valleyview, DH 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Conuct Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimlle Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

1) Description of me network imerconncc[ion capability, function, system, elem~rH
or feature, Or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

ANSWER:

leG wishes to purchase a product/service we are calling "NID (Network Interface
Device) to NID Intra Building Connection". This would allow lCG T.O access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve lCG customers in the building by connecting the
customers to leG electronics in the building. This product/service would only be
applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Arneritcch has placed the NID
on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to th~ building
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and therefor, the
NID to 'KID connection is not required.

lCG's preference would be to use its own technicians to identify, test, select and
utilize these pairs. We would th~n notify Ameritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. As an alternative. lCG is willing to pay
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORi\-1

Ameritech's standard time and mat:;rial charges to have your technicians perfonn these

<lctivities. .

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
clements'? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

leG views this as nothing more Ihan the purchase of wire pairs. This
product/service will originate at a NID within a multi story, multi tenant building and will
end at anouu:r NID within the same building.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network e!emem.

ANS\VER:

~o.

feature, function or combination to op~r.3.t~?

."'-.L'iSWER:

leG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ame::itech asserts
ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to t.~e wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
requ:s~ 'l:O operate and interact with the network.

ANS\VER:

See attached.
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

7) Please describc the expected location lifc, if applicable, of this capability (i.e.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long term solution with an ind2finite location 1i fe. Since .tvneritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve
our customers in th2se types of buildings.

&) If you wi~h to submit this infonnation on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:

NO! required.

9) \Vhe:-e do you wam t},is cc.pabilily deployed?

A) States (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois

___________ Indiana
_____ Michigan

X Ohio
__________ Wisconsin

• Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separare BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the B FR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

#5412 :;



6.JoJ' __ -, l ..... -, __ A J

AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR.\1

•\ ' ) h . ~\C) Spec.ific wire centers (use a separate document tf necessary or ou er pomts Ot

interconne;:ction or access where rhis capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Amerirech's wire centers are not implicated since the serviceJproduct involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Ameritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, ~.g., estimated number of
customers, ~ub~criber lines, number of units to bc ordered?

Location

Cleveland
Akron
Columbus
Dayton

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
I ,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
2,000 to 4,000 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) \Vhar are your pricing assump:ions? Lr;. orci~, IO po:". ,.,

recurring or recu..rring charges you may specify quantity anciJor tenn COIn.'1l1tmenrs you
are willing to make. Plee..5e provide e.ny price/quamity forec::!..St indicating one:: or mar::
desired p:iCiIlg potTItS (me additio:1J.1 sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most, reG would expect to pay no more LfIan a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Amcritech as a result ofICG's cut over of the pairs.

12) Please include any other infonnation that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your r~quest (Check One):

#5412 4
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORi\1

Reques:: for interconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space avai!able
for either physical or virtual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

New service Or cap<lbility that does not fit into Zlny of the above
categories.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? \Vhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide
your services'?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, leG v."ill be denied
access to i t.s custor.. ~,s.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the firs! 30
'days.

115412

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Arneritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request.
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By submitting this request, except as provided. we agree to promptly compensate
Amentech f~r any costs it incurs in processing this request, including costs ofanalyzing,
developing, provisioning, or pricing the request, until the Amenteeh BFR Manager
receives CUI' written cnncellation. We wso a~r~ to compensate Ameritech for such costs
in accordance ""';th the 2tt.3.ched pr.1etice. ifwe fail to authori:ze Amantech to proce.ed .....-ith
d.evelop!t\lU\t within 30 days of receipt ofihc 30-day notificnt1on. or we fuH to order the
service within 30 CAY~J in a.ccordance with the finaL product quotation.

ICGTELECOM GROUP. INC.

Pet~ H. \Vhitc

Its: Vice P~sidcnt of Ooet'2.tion~, Oh~o

Date: December 5, 1997

#541'1 6
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~tech.--------
December 18, 1997

Mr. Peter \\Ihite
reG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. Willte,

A..rn.eritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5, 1997 for
what leG characterizes as a "NID (NeTWork Interface Device) to NID Inm.. Building
Connection". Before Ameritech can respond to ICG's request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain ofICG's characterizations. First, the configuration and status

possible service configurations and rates at each location will differ. For that reason,
.-'\meritech cannot process your request as applicable to all locations. RaL~::r] Ameritech
understands that you are seeking service at Cleveland's Terminal TO\ver BL!.ilding and
will base its following response on that location.

Second, ICG uses the terms "building cable" an.d "inside wire" interchangeably both in its
BFR and cover letter. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these terms. Building cable refers specifically to regulated, capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426, Intra-Building Cable, placed by Arneritech, which
extends within a building (on the Ameritech or network side of the Network Interface) all
the way to the Network Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech's regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand, refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface, owned and controlled by the building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor of the.owner's choice. As you can tell, these
tenns me not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when using
them to describe a facilitY.



December 2, 1997 (AmeritechlICG Conference call referenced in lCG's COVeT letter to
the BFRs), Arneritech does own this cable. The cable leG is requesting to ac~ess in
Cleveland's Tenninal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 2Qd floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor of this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
oVvned and cOIltrolled by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Part 32
Account on Ameritech's books.). ICG's access to this cable would be access to
.-\.meritech's building cable and NID, not a NID to NID connection as described by ICG,
because the cable between the second floor building :tvillF and the NlD on each floor is
f\.meritech's building cable not the building owner's inside wire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Terminal Tower Building,
for leG to make a NID to NlD connection as "requested" in its BFR, leG would have to
ex"tend its outside plant cable through spare: building riSl:f conduit to the specific floor and
tenninatc that cable on an rCG provided NlD which could then be connected to
Ameritech's 1\1D on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NTD configuration is available, per the AmeritechlICG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Alternatively, ifICG were to extend its outside plant to the specific floor
of the building where it has customers, it could place its ovm intra-building cable in spare
building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the Cllii10mer's premises without the
need to access Ameritech's NID.

In addition~ as described earlier .A.rneritech is only able to respond to this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where lCG provides specific
information about its desired facility configuration and not for to all multi-tena.:.'1'i:
buildings L'1 c.;.1~ Cleveb.nd, Akron, Cn~l':::bu:; 2:;--1 1'- . ' '.·~·:Ol:' . '::'.: ::.2. :- . ,

by rcG's answer [Q question number 10 on the BrR form. This is because L'rJe type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network L'1rerface, varies on a building-by-building
basis due TO such factors as age of construction. building layout and modifications, pla.'1t
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building owner's position wiLtI regard to th~ location of the ?\etwork
Interface and any attendant responsibility for tbe maintenance of building inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider ICG's BFRs as a request for access TO the bUilding cable portion of Ameritech's
outside plant in the Cleveland Terminal Tower Building and determine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which leG has expressed an
interest. IfICG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
C!e'ld2.~dTe:minal Tov·;cr Bs~di.r.g, p1e2.se notify me in v:riu...'1.g, indicating that rCG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the AmentechfICG Interconnection Agreements,
eny requests for access to building cable in additional buildings wm require leG to
complete a BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
investigation to determine possible access points and feasibility of building cable access,



resulting in varying costs. In order to proviue lCO the capability to access Amcritcch's
building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address, number of pairs required and the specific building areas where leG
would like access to Ameritech's building cable pairs so as to minimize the work and cost
associated wiJh processing any BFR.

Also. Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submit:ted
by leG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cable facilities. For this reason ~"1d the above discussion regarding leG's
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech's building cable, Ameritech will
consider leG's BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech building cable at
Cleveland's Tenninal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considered complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various stages for the processing of your
request:

Date Response Required
to ICG Telecom Groun. Inc.

Ack!l.Owledgment of receipt ofyour
completed request (10 business days)

Completion ofInitial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days)

Completion o~ AJ.""1)' Additional Producl
Development V/ork - IfRequired (90 days)

12/19/97

01105/98

04/03/98

As per your discussioil wit..."t Neil Cox, Ameritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

If you have any funher questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (24&)443-9900 or by facsimile at (248)483-373&.

Sincerely,

OaI'u"'"le Mi)sig
Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

Decaubtt 23, 1997

Ms. Joo.onc Mis:sig
Bon2. F.Kk Request Manager
Amez:itedl Tnfimmtiao Industry Sciviccs
B.oomA-~06

23500'NOrthwesttm HighWJ.Y
Sombfie1d, Mi.c.bigao. 48075

I
DearMs.~g:

Tbi& km:r responds ro you:r lc:ttcr of Dex:cmber 18, 1997 rc:g:ardin.g the :Bans.
Fuie Requests (~BFB.sll) submincd. by leG. It also incOJ:POI:A.teS t:h.c: r:csclts of a c:ill ti:l:It I
had wtth yotl and OIlC ofyour OSP e:lginca:s on D=a:mbe.r 18,1997.

As 'to yow: let:te:rs fust pom.t, I bcl.i.eve! th.ar after our COtIVCI32rion it is ck:a.r: tha!:
lCG is nnking a. gcm:ral rt::.qucst fOr~ to "building Clble'l; ICG's rcqncs:t ~ not li.rni.tt:d.
tD re..:: CL-vch.c.d. lc.;..l.::"-ul TO'rY-cr Buili:iing. reG :::.-quircs !he capabi.J::G:y to Ce able to nsc

t1builiiing c:.bk lf it< all multi-tcmlDt: multi-srory bm1dings..

_A..s to your $XO:ld. poInt rcg;mling the cllsrincrio ,",~ llbuil6g cable ll :mel
1fi.t:Lsld:: wire lt

, reG is willing to work. with the: distinaioo you have ma&. For the record.,
m:: ciistin.--tion you bve d..--awnbe~ Intra-Building Cable contained in Account 24--26
and in.sid.c wire:, fon:naly COPTAined in Aa:ount 244~ has~ 3.S~ opa::ctt:i.onal~) 1xen all
but: obl1Ioar.ed by FCC decisions. These detisions allow, indcx.d in~ ascs c.ompcl, the.
demarcation po1.Jlt tD be pb.ccd -a1: 3. point where witing, for:mally cont:ainc:d in A.c.counr:
2426 (what you rdcr to :as Ilbui1diug-o.blc ll )is~, inC~, to lIinsick wi:rc lr by
virtue ofnow bci::xg .1ocatcx:i on T.h.c: c:wt:omcr :side of dIe dc:.nur.::::uion~ -andN~
In.tc::tfu:c.t But if it will ~ol;z:at- u..~ in. 6c::;.c~ leG is boy to- ~ ,--
aCO)IT1modatc your DOlllCDcbmrr:.

, . In cl= bs<==ofme ==d fulI\po.~ on pose :< of1'0= 1=. y=..
recognize the iL~ci,Jjtyofth.c ~.....o..'"1Syoub ...'C d..."A.wn. You~ to "baildiog inside
wire." Of COUI:Se, In tb.e ~c:iilly dichotomoltSf ofthe fint paragnph ofyour letter,
wb.e::n:: mae 5s only Qbnilding c::abk" !!Z. "iosid wire,,1t thc:re could be no so.ch thing as
•building i:nside wire:...11 •

AzlJa:;~er.-pany

552'5~~ • VaIlr;yVX;w. OhZa +aZS • (2lS) 377-3000 • F.tx Q:1fi)377~



Ms.J~ Missig
D~ber23:0 1997
Page 2

As U? your third point, 4tbt Amcritcch nc:iI:he.r improperly~ nor a5Sat5'

rhat it owns the building cable, II the BFR simply states that Amairo:b docs claim and~
that it owns the building cab!e; the chanaaiz:J.cion t:h.:Lt Ameritecb "imprope:rly ll make this
assertion and claim is )'OllIS. In any evo...nt, r thin1: wt. \l"ill have to l,ea,.-c it to the lawyers and
~gTlIrtrnrs to decide wlu1:.i.s proper: or impro~.

Sec narc l~

i
I
I
I

I have a.d.cicd TIle itaIi~~ to this quOt2.t:lo.Q freIn page 2. ofyour kn:.e.r.

You then go on to disalSS two 2.lte:Ina!:ivcs: for lCG to ~d its netWork
through spare conduit to the specific floor and then. connect Amcritech's NID to an leG
:ffiD or for !CG to en~d irs omside pLant to t:h:: specific floor of the bu.ildlllg where i't~
fu:no~. Of COUI:3C, ifICG~ c:iI:h.cr afthcsc altc.nu:tiVl:S, it would. not necessariIy
peed to uSe the Jrbnildiog cable" to which Amcritedl is da\ying leG a.cecss or Amerircch's
!NID. The: purpose of~ B:ER is to g;Un access rh the 1Ibuilding cable", and while reG is
otppto:::Q.tIve ofyour &uggcstion of -.1tematives., it :& lCGIii: bc1.ief that the~ cou=.c hc:-e is
t:o e:peditc: rhe processing ofthe BFR..

As mentioned above:> lCG is rn:lking a.~ teqUcSt. i..L, submitting a. gen.era.l
BFR. It is 2 m2ttr:r of indifference.to lCG whdlh.crF duracterizc t:ltt p.."Od:u.ct I CG is
:cqucstin~ on t!u:; one hand, itS cu:r.:t:ss m "bui1dj~g cib1c:,. from an. MDF to the Netv.'Ork.
lLIt.t::rfacc or, on the otha- hand, as aeccs:s to "building able n fur a :t\~two...-k Interface
Ikvice (nNID U) to NID ~on; this issue: need not: ck:r:J.in. rh.e proc~ng of leG's
BFR. leG is rcquc:.,,""ting u.cc:ss to Amaiteeh "building cable:" from .Am.critedJ's "building
NID" ro th.e}...'llDs on~ flc:xxs.; 0;:'~ the Y..DF to me: :NlD cc ;"""':~vdu.iI.floors;
or from 'Wb.4.tcw'C" :nmro-ation and/Ot' carme-;tian point.Arr1citeeh h2S for distribution of
its out:sidc pLant to "huiJciiug o.blc M

t.O me hTIDi contAined on the £l.ooo; or the te.1cphone
poscts of bcildings. Obviously, the rcqm:st o.nly ~lics when: iuncrit:o:h in fret is
f'claiming or asscr-..ing" ili.c..right to co.....nt::ol r±L:::: "b-ui1iin.g Gl.bLc", ac.d dcx:::s no:: ari.sc wh.crc

~
bnilding owner has assumed "rc:sp~Jity .for the m..cinten:mce of !n.d.ding ir...si.d&

• .:1,n. .

. The r:cmCli!ldc:r of the substmtive ~ssjon. ofyour kttcr esscnti.illy reiterates
your position that the B1'"Rs submitted by lCG:r.re going to be treated as one BFR for a
~ loation, W:..., Ck:vdu::t.d.1J; Tcx:m~ Tower. As I mentioned RbOV¢, I believe we
we c:bri.fic::d that lCG's requests art: to be t:rt:atz::d AS gc:ne:r.tii:zed requestS for access to

IIbuiLding cabk ll whcrc: .f,.meme-"'..h dllms or <\SSltrtS owru::rsh..ip and/or the righc to com..rol
recess to n....::: 11 building cable.. n

abov~.
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ICG recog:nizes that it is Amerirern's captive in tams of.,Ammrz=cb's cnz:nplbo.c..e:
with the time table set forth in. your lttt.o:. leG, nonetheless,~ c:xpcdition for the
BFRs so that we do not have to wait until April to begin to access Wbuildiag cable..W

In this con:oeaion, I re:ira3te that tbc:re are two BFRs. One BFR is. for :m
inrcrim solation wh.c:rcby lCG 2ccf:SSCS :m unbnndlcd loop, which lCGp~ from
Am=iteeh. at the ateebD~]ly f~s1bte point~ of the ~ building NID.I£ or MDF. or where
ouaidc: pl:mt: ts d:s'o11mted to buiLd.UJ.g cable. The other B:Elt is for the prcx.iua dcsa:i.bed
in this letter_

Fmally, even assuming there is some -unique aspect" to CNaY buildjng,
Amai~cf1. is cap;able of dcvd.oping Ilstandardl

r.m::s a d;1at ava=tgc: the COStS berwa:n
bniIdin~ or .Am..cxit:cc:h can dc:vclop a. ta.ri£f~a1l~ £:lr uniqu.c~ dr.arges
2Dd/or~~Amcritceh to decline: to prOOdc aco::ss to building cable, if£l.cilities do not
exist in. the building. .

Thank you vay nw.c:h for your COnsi~earion io. this rm.to:r. Ifyou have <my
'l"'e:mon,s pk:s3c feci free to ccmracr the~ aJ: (216) 377-304:0.

.AFI:K/nw
CC~ Que:c.tin !?:an. ! iOn j
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January 5, 1998

Mr. Peter White
ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On Decembar 1&, 1997 Ameritech provided its written confirmation of receipt ofICG's Bona
Fide Requests dated December 5, 1997 and Ameritech's understanding ofthose BFRs based on
the information contained in the BFR forms and conversations with Amentcch's ICG Account
Manager and other Amerirech personr:el who partici;J?ted in ?'ovem~e~ n ?,'1C D~cemb~: 2,
1997 phone calls between our companies. Ameritech' s letter also provided the ciates assign:::d to
the processing ofICG's BFRs based on Ameritech's understanding of those requests as
submitted on December 5, 1997.

Since the December 18 letter there have been two substantive communications between our
companies, a t::lephonc convcrsation on December 19 zmd your lcttcr of December 23, 1997.
Your leITer of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what lCG is
requesting in its December 5, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with our earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation of December 19 and your latest letter
with some afthe participants in the November 28 telephone call, I have been informed that the
5arne types of ,,::::::55 W Ar.J~ri:;::::h's bl...!i~ding cable that we discuss~d on December 19 were also
discussed on November 28. Ameritech participates in conference calls regarding BFR3 in en
effort to chrify each party's understanding of the request. However, the telephone conversations
belween our companies, both prior to and after receipt of your December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Ameritech's understanding oflCO's requests especially since the types of
access to building cable discussed on our calls arc in c:;~ec: conflict with both ICG's BFR and its
December 23 letter.

During our December 19 phone eonve~a.IionJ ICG advised Ameritech that it Wf13 making a.

general request for access to Ameritech' s building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. At that time, Ameritech reiterated



its position that it can only respond to leG's type of request on a building/location spcciflc bcuis
because each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation. leG advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech's statement to the contrary in its December 18 letter that there
were two sep.arate BFRs. one which leG has described as an int~rim soiution and another longer
term "solution" ("long term BFR") we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 letter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Ameritech's December 18 letter did not capture the real nature ofICG's requests which you said
were difficult to explain in a letter and consequently WCnt on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, ICG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request to use Ameritech's building cable pairs between the building MDF and [he
Newark Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech's December 18 letter and
confirmed in reG's December 23 letter). Rather rCG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such nonnal access, it sought to gain access to Ameritech's building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Nothing In your BFR or your De:~mbcr 23

lener describes or contemplates this type of access.

Due to these conflicts, at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to lCG based on the
s~tements made in writing by reG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter). If lCG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech's building cable at any point other than an ex.isting cross­
connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points of access to a singh~ loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings otherthan Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building, per the
Ameritech/lCG Interconnection Agreement, lCG will be required to submit additional BFRs.
Further, since any wir~ located on the cusrom-:r's side of the Network Interface is not o'WTled or
controlled by Ameritech and any work Ameritcch mighr perform on such wire is perfonned on
an unregulated basis, any a::::ess to or work en such wire is not covered as a pan: of Ameritech' s

At this time, Ameritech also feels compelled to respond to certain allegations in your
O b 2 ~ Iecem :::r J ett:;r.

Ameritech does not agree that there is any issue concerning its o.....nership and control of building
cable and Ameritech's position vis avis control of building cable in Cleveland's Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockers 79-105 and 88-57) and PUCO decisions regarding inside wire
(lW). FCC decisions address the placement ofNetwork Interfaces for new construction or major
building renovation in multi-tenant buildings and allow for rearrangement of cxining Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the reguest and expense of the building owner.
Rearrangement/re-Iocation of multiple Network Interfaces to a single point within a multi-[enam
building transfers the responsibility fOj maintenance of any wire bcrween the Net\J,"ork Interface
location and individual tenant premises [Q the building owner.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicate that it is a "matter of
indifference to ICG whether you characterize the product lCG is requesting, on the one hand, as
access to "building cable", from an }rID? to the 1\;:~·,' ...ork Interface or, on the other and, as access
to "building cable" for a Network Interface Device eNID") to NID connection". Ameritech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite nced to be precise in using these terms. In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
referenced is building cable which is owned by Ameritcch and the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second



instance, if there were a Network Interface located where the outside plant cable cnt:TS the
building, all wire on the customer's side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no reason for a BFR., as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
owner. Also the use of the term "N1D to NID connection" has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 Paragr~h 396) which provides for the connection of a carrier provided loop to a
customer's inside wire through a carrier provided NID connected to Ameritech's NID (which is
not located at the building MDF in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building as consistently
asserted by ICG).

With respect to !CG's December 5. 1997 BFR that ICG designated as "interim", Amerirech is
still unable to see how accessing existing spare building cable pairs at the building NIDF as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing ex.isting spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which ICG has described as "NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Connections", Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issue for
Ameritech. Thus, Ameritech does not believe that it has sufficient infonnation to process this
"interim" BFR as separate from leG's other BFR.

In response to leG's lon~ term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech. it is generally technically feasible for rCG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. Access to Ameritch's existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building MDF and would run to the specific Network Interface involved. However, such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by leG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs from a larger cable. However, in appropdate circumstances, Amerite:h will make
existing spare cable pairs available for use at cost based rates (including appropiia~ joint and
common costs).

In response to ICG's desi:-e for Ameritech to process it's December 5 BFR as a generic request
for access to building cable In all Ohio buildings, Ameritc:ch can not accommodat:: lCO's
request. For the reasons specified in Ameritech' s December Ig letter, namely, "'because the type
of interface, i.e., placement of the Network Interface, varies on a building-by-building basis due
to such factors as a~e of construction. building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulation and the
building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any attendant
responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire" and per the Ameritech/ICG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in multiple buildings will
require lCG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility ofICG's request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, ICG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and [he specific
building areas where leG rcqui.cs access to Ameri:ech's building cable.

This lener represents the conclusion of Ameritcch's initial assessment oftct:hni~l feasibility for
ICG's bng t~ml BFR. Ameri~:::::h's costs to proc~ss this ErR, including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building by the local Ou~ide Plant
Engineer and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech's operating practices,
through today is $2,811.00.


